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OBSERVATIONS 


UPON THE 


PRESENT CONTROVERSY 


About the Mode of Aſſeſſment for the Poor's 
Rears in the City of Noxwicn. 


/ | HIS Controverſy has frequently been 
called a Conteſt between the City 
and the Hamlets, but very impro- 

perly ; as the ſubject of Complaint and of 
the Appeal is, not that the Lands and 


j Houſes in the Hamlets are rated higher in 
* proportion to their reſpective Rents than the 
4 Lands and Houſes in the City; but that 


the Aſſeſſments are not made on the per- 

ff ſons having and utin g Stocks and perſona] 

* Eſtates, or having Money out at Intereſt, 
3 as well as on the Occupiers of Lands, 
Houſes, &c. in equal proportion as near as 
may be according to their ſeveral and re- 
ſpective yalues and Eſtates, as the Act of 
Parliament requires : for if this were com- 
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plied with, and the Stocks, &c. rated at a 
moderate Intereſt, it is evident that there 
would be a much greater annual Income to 
be aſſeſſed; and conſequently a leſs Rate 
by the pound would be ſufficient to raiſe 


any given Sum of Money: and therefore 


whatever Relief can be thus obtained, ac- 
cording to the Words and the true intent 
and meaning of the Act of Parliament, 
muſt extend to all the Occupiers of Lands, 
Houſes, &c. in the City, as well as to thoſe 
of the Hamlets, in proportion to the value 
of their reſpective Occupations. 


But as this will appear more clearly from 
the ſtate of the Caſe as ſettled-and agreed 
upon for the opinion of the Court of 
King's Bench by the Juſtices of the Court 
of Seſſions of Norwich, to whom the Ap- 
peal was firſt made; and as it is proper that 
the Occupiers of Lands and Houſes in the 
City of Norwich in general, as well as 
thoſe of the Hamlets, ſhould know and 
underſtand as much as poſſible the Merits 
of a Caſe in which they are equally inte- 

reſted, 


ET 


reſted, in order to form ſome Judgement 
of the Juſtice and Equity of the Appeal ; 
therefore, and with that view principally, 
the following Copy of the Caſe 1s laid be- 
fore the Public, with ſome plain Obſerva- 
tions upon it for their Conſideration ; and 
if this ſhould likewiſe be one means 
amongſt others of inclining every claſs of 
People concerned, to comply with ſuch a 
mode of Aſſeſſment as ſhall appear upon a 
Candid Examination to be fair and equi- 
table, and of bringing about an amicable 
accommodation of the difterences at pre- 
ſent ſubſiſting upon this Subject, it is pre- 
ſumed it would be agreeable to the wiſhes 
of every honeſt and good Citizen. 


LAKENHAM HAMLET APPEAL 
Againſt the Aſſeſſment for the Poors Rate. 
The Juſtices of the Court of Seſſions of 

Norwich made a Caſe for the Opinian of 

the Court of King's Bench. By which it 

appears, the foundation of this Appeal is, 
that the Sum charged upon the Hamlet is 
unequal and unjuſt ; becauſe the Perſons 
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having and uſing Stocks and perſonal 


Eſtates, and having Money out at Intereſt, 
are not aſſeſſed and rated in equal propor- 
tion as near as may be according to their 
ſeveral and reſpective values; whereby the 
faid Hamlet, and the ſeveral Occupiers of 


Lands and Tenements therein are much 


over rated. 


The Caſe then ſtates the Act of Parlia- 
ment, which directs the Aſſeſſment to be 
made on the reſpective Inhabitants ; and 
on every Parſon and Vicar ; and on ail and 
every the Occupiers of Lands, Houſes, 
Tenements, Tythes impropriate, appropria- 
tion of Tythes; and on all Perſons having 
and uſing Stocks and perſonal Hſtates, or hav- 
ing Money out at Intereſt, in equal proportion 
as near as may be according to their ſeveral and 


reſpective Values and Ejtates. 


They next ſtate, that from the Year 1721 
to the Year 1731, the ſuppoſed perſonal 
property paid a Sixth Part of the whole 


Money raiſed for the Maintenance of the 
Poor. 


They 


EF] 
They further ſtate, that in £. 


the Year 1774 the yearly Rental 


of the Real Eſtates amounted to 46, 760 
That in the Year 1783 the | 


Yearly Rental was - 43,439 

That in 1774 the Court of 
Guardians valued the perſonal 
Property at - - 1,000,000 

That in the Year 1783 it was 
accounted - - = _ 1,209,500 

They then ſtate that the mode adopted. 
in 1774 was to make the Aſfeſſinent 9 half 
the Rental of the Rea! Eſtates. 

And on a jertieth part of the Entereff of 
the Perſonal Eſtate accounting ſuch Inte- 
reſt at 4 per Cent. 

That in purſuance of this mode of /. 
Aſſeſſment to raiſe a quarterly Sum of 2,298 

The 43,430l. rental of the real 


Eſtates contributes == - 2,171 
And that the 1, 269, 5ool. perſonal | 
Property contributes © = - 127 


By this Caſe it appears that the Perſonal 
Property which from the Vear 1721 to the 


Year 1731, paid a $:x:5 Part, does not now 


Pay 


E 
pay an ezghteenth part of the Money raiſed: 


for 1271. multiplied by 18 does not produce 
the quarterly Sum of 2, 2981. 
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The only Queſtion which upon the above 
Caſe, ſeems to have been before the Court 
of King's Bench is, Whether by the preſent 
Mode of Aſſeſſment adopted in 1774, the 
real Property, and the perſonai Property, 
are aſſeſſed in equal Proportion as near as 
may be according to their ſeveral and re- 
ſpective values and Eſtates as the Act of 
Parliament requires? 


— — — — 
** - 


— PE — 
NF cs ⏑ ———ͤů ͤ˖ 22 ——̃ — 2. ——— na — —— —A—[— — — — re 
1 


— 
- 


> rm — 


—ů— S; 


3 


Now it may fairly be preſumed from this 


| State of the Caſe, that the Juſtices of the 
4 Court of Seſliens, as well as the Court of 
: | Guardians, w ho muſt be allowed to be as 
| competent Judges of the Matter as any, did 
1 really believe that the perſonal Property in 
} the City and Hamlets in the Year 1783 


amounted to 1, 269, 500l. otherwiſe they 
1 would not have conſented to have it put in- 
ö to the Caſe made for the Opinion of the 
| Court of King's Bench, that it was ac- 
counted fo to be; and it is evident that per- 
ſonal Property was judged and generally al- 


lowed 
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1 
lowed to be aſſeſſabzle from the time of firſt 
paſſing the Act of I arliament ; becauſe for 
ten years together it actually paid a Sixth 
Part of the whole Money raiſed for the 
maintenance of the Poor; and is likewiſe 
aſſeſſed at this preſent time, only not in 
equal proportion as near as may, be with the 
real Eſtates as the Act requires: nor has 
any ſufficient reaſon yet appeared, why this 
ſhould not be done; for thoſe who alledge 
the improved value of Lands and Houſes, on 
account of the Trade carried on in the City, 
as a reaſon for laying the preſent diſpropor- 
tionable burthen upon them, do not ſeem to 


conſider, that the Trade and Riches of the 
City muſt have increaſed, before the value 


of Lands and Houſes could increaſe by 
means of them ; and-conſequently the Per- 
ſonal Property and Capital employed in the 
Trade muſt have increaſed at leaſt in as great, 
probably in a much greater proportion than 
the value of Lands and Houſes : nor do 
theſe perſons ſeem to attend to another very 
material conſideration, which is, that the 
Lands and Houſes are actually aſſeſſed ac- 
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cording to the preſent improved Rents 
what good reaſon then can be given why the 
Stocks in Trade and Perſonal Property, 
ſhould not be aſſeſſed according to the pre- 


| ſent improved value of them, in like man- 


ner ? 


It appears likewiſe from this ſtate of the 
Caſe, that if the Perſonal Property at 4 per 
Cent. Intereſt, and the Rents of the Lands 
and Houſes, were each of them aſſeſſed in 
equal proportion according to their reſpec- 
tive values, as the Act of Parliament re- 
quires; then a Rate of one Shilling in the 
Pound upon the half of each of them would 
raiſe full the Sum required; for the Intereſt 
of the Perſonal Property as ſtated at 4 per 


Cent. 1s 2 2 L. 50,80 © 
The Rent of the Land and 
Houſes — ” 43.430 0 
The half of the Perſonal is 26, 390 0 
The half of the Rent is 1 0 
Together — 20) 47, 100 13 
Which at one Shilling in the 
pound produces - 23556 
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Have not the Occupiers of Lands and 
Houſes therefore ſufficient reaſon to com- 
plain of a diſproportionate Burthen, when 
they are rated at about double that propor- 
tion in the Pound at half their Rents, be- 
cauſe the perſonal property is rated only 
at a fortieth part of the Intereſt at 4 per 
Cent.? and- unleſs the principles upon 
which this inequality is founded, can be 
explained by ſubſtantial and clear reaſons, 
it would be uncandid not to allow that the 
preſent Complaint is well founded. 


When the Aſſeſſment of Stock has been 
mentioned, it has been uſual to ſay in re- 
ply, how is it poſſible to aſcertain the 
Value of it, how can it be come at? this 
is raiſing difficulties indeed, but affords no 
reaſon why 1t ſhould not be aſſeſſed as near 
as may be according to its Value ; and 
from the ſtate of the Caſe the general value 
of it ſeems to have been fixed already: but 
if it had not, yet it may be obſerved upon 
this Subject, that the Stock or Capital of 
every Tradeſman muſt bear ſome propor- 
| C tion 
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tion to the number of Hands which he 
employs taken at an Average; what that 
proportion is, thoſe who are converſant 
in the reſpective trades can judge very 
nearly: that the advantage which he re- 
ceives from the Labour of the Poor, muſt 
alſo be in proportion to the number that 
work for him ; and the number of Pau- 


pers which may be occaſioned by the Trade 
which he carries on mult alſo be in the 
ſame proportion: is it not therefore juſt 
and equitable that thoſe who receive ſuch 
an immediate Advantage from the Labour of 
the Poor, and whoſe Trade is the principal 
cauſe of their increaſe, ſhould contribute 
towards their Maintenance when they are 
unable to work, in the ſame proportion to 
the 4 per Cent. Intereſt of their reſpective 
Capitals employed in Trade, as the Occu- 
piers of Lands and Houſes do to their re- 
ſpective Rents, who receive only a caſual 
and more diſtant advantage from a flouriſh- 
ing State of Trade in the City ? And if the 
Stocks and perſonal Eſtates had and uſed in 
| : | Trade 
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Trade were moderately aſſeſſed, in ſome 
proportion to the number of hands em- 
ployed by cach perſon reſpectively, this 
would not only be in proportion to the 
Benefit he receives from the Labour of the 
Poor and the number of Paupers which his 
Trade may occaſion, but would alſo be a 
means of obviating one capital Objection, 
as it would prevent any Surmiſes about his 
Worth, and whether he traded with his 
own or a borrowed Capital ; and ſo could 
not at all affect his Credit, which is a very 
material confideration in a matter of this 
kind, 

However, the Queſtion lately before the 
Court of King's Bench ſeems to have been, 
not whether Perſons having and uſing Stocks 
and perſonal Eſtates are to be aſſeſſed for them; 
or what is the General value of the Perſonal 
Eſtate which is the object of Aſſeſſment; 
both theſe things having been ſtated and al- 
lowed in the Caſe ; but whether it is agree- 
able to the Words or meaning and intention 


of the Act of Parliament, that Stocks and 
C 2 perſonal 
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perſonal Eſtates ſhould be rated at only a 
fortieth part of their Intereſt at 4 per Cent. 
and real Eſtates at one half of their reſpec- 
tive Rents: or in other Words, whether it 
is equitable or legal, that a perſon who oc- 
cupies a Houſe at forty Pounds a Year, or a 
Farm at that Value, ſhould pay as much to- 
wards the maintenance of the Poor, as a 
perſon who employs a Capital of twenty 
thouſand Pounds in Trade, and probably 
has the advantage of the Labour of more 
than thirty times as many poor people as 
either of the former, and occaſions a propor- 
tionable number of Paupers to be main- 
tained when they are pnable to work ; and 
yet this 1s the real fact according to the pre- 
ſent mode of Aſſeſſment; for a ſuppoſed 
Capital of twenty thouſand Pounds is rated 


at the Intereſt only of five Hundred Pounds 


(which is a fortieth part of 20,0001.) at 4 
per Cent. that is, at twenty Pounds, and a 
Houſe or a Farm of the Rent of forty 
Pounds a Year, is rated at the fame : does 
not it then ſeem a matter of wonder that the 

injuſtice 
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injuſtice of this proceeding ſhould ever be 
made a Queſtion at all, rather than that a 
Rate made upon ſuch a principle ſhould be 
quaſhed in the Court of King's nts as 
being unequal ? 


It is ſaid likewiſe, that as the value of a 
Perſon's capital cannot be aſcertained, ſo 
there muſt be a great inequality and inju- 
ſtice in aſſeſſing it: this mult in ſome de- 


gree be the Caſe; and what Tax is there in 
this Kingdom which can be levied with 


exact equality? does not the general practice 
of the people in paying Taxes ſhew the im- 
poſſibility of this? every body being diſ- 
poſed to conceal aſſeſſable Property as much 
as can be: ſo that the above obſervation 
only ſhews the neceſſity of making the Aſ- 
ſeſſments with as much equality as the na- 
ture of the Caſe will admit of: and what 
has already been allowed, in ſtating the Cate 
which has been ſubmitted to the conſidera- 
tion of the Court of King's Bench, ſeems to 


contain all that is needful for that purpoſe 
at preſent, 


It 


(14 ] 
It is urged likewiſe that Trade ought not 


to be burthened ; the propriety and good 


Policy of this maxim muſt be acknow- 
ledged by every one that conſiders the Ad- 
vantages and importance of Trade to the 
Community at large as well as to indivi- 
duals ; but this ſeems to be no reaſon why 
it ought not to bear an equal ſhare in the 
burthen of maintaining thoſe poor people 
when they are unable to work, by whoſe 
labour it is ſupported and carried on whilſt 
they are able: ſurely if this had been 
thought unreaſonable, the Inhabitants of 
Norwich would not have had it inferted in 
the Act of Parliament, which was ob- 
tained by their own Petition, that Occu- 
piers of Lands, Houſes, &c. and Perſons 
having and uſing Stocks and perſonal 
Eſtates ſhould be aſſeſſed in equal propor- 
tion as near as may be according to their 
ſeveral and reſpective values and Eſtates. 


It has been ſuggeſted in a late Publica- 
tion upon this Subject, that to come at the 


equal Proportion as near as may be, at 


which 
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1 
which Stock ought to be aſſeſſed, thoſe 
things that are not rateable ſhould be conſi- 
dered; as Money in the Funds which is 
never rated; or debts due from abroad; or 
thoſe owed by the Stockholders ; that theſe 
THREE ſeveral Articles ſhould be deducted 
from the Stockholders apparent Eſtate, and 
the remainder will be found as near as may 


be the real Stock, for which only he is to be 
rated. 


Now there 1s one circumſtance in this re- 
preſentation of the matter which raiſes a 
ſuſpicion that there is ſome miſtake in it ; 
for if theſe three Articles be deducted from 
ſome of the largeſt Capitals in the City, 
there would little elſe remain, but unmanu- 
factured Materials and Goods unſold, which 
make but a part, and probably much the 
ſmalleſt part of a very large Capital ; ex- 
cept what might probably come under the 
deſcription of Utenſils in Trade, Houſehold 
Furniture, or Family Accommodations, 
which are never ſubjected to any Tax or 

Aſſeſſment 


Aſſeſſment as Stock; and thus the meaning 
and intent of the Act of Parliament would 
be in a great meaſure defeated. 


That Money in the Funds is not rate- 
able as Stock in Trade is evident, becauſe it 
is not employed in Trade; but yet it may 
be an Object of Aſſeſſment to the Poor's 
Rates, as Money out at Intereſt, becauſe it 
is a part of the perſonal Property of thoſe 
who live in the place where the Poor are to 
be maintained; and therefore ought not to 
be deducted from their apparent Eſtate: and 
probably it would upon Examination ap- 
pear to be legally Aſſeſſable; for otherwiſe, 
if the Lender only is rateable for Money had 
on Intereſt, as this Writer aſſerts, a Tradeſ- 
man might place all his own Money in the 
Funds, or at Intereſt upon other Securities, 
and carry on his Trade with a borrowed 
Capital ; and by this means take the advan- 
tage of the Labour of the Poor and help to 
increaſe the number, and yet contribute no- 
thing out of his Stock towards their main- 
tenance when they are unable to work ; 

which 


B 


which would be ſuch an Evaſion as will not 
bear a candid examination, being quite con- 
trary to the intent and meaning of the Act 

of Parliament; which ſubjects all perſons 

having and uſing Stocks and perſonal Eſtates 

to an Aſſeſſment in equal proportion as near 

as may be according to their ſeveral and re- 

ſpectiye values and eſtates, without any di- 

ſtinction between a borrowed Capital and 

that of a man's own ; and very juſtly, becauſe 

both the one and the other are equally ap- 

plied in the Employment of the Poor, and 
obtaining the Advantage of their Labour. 


With regard to Debts due from abroad, 
as well as thoſe due near home or in any 
part of our own Kingdom, they each of 
them undoubtedly make a part, and in many 
inſtances a very principal part of the Capi- 
tal employed in Trade, and they are always 
reckoned as ſuch in eſtimating the Stock in 
caſe of Bankruptcy, as well as on every other 
occaſion, and ſo ought not ſurely to be de- 
ducted from it; for though all Debts are 
ſubject to become doubtful or bad upon OC- 

> Sos caſion 
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caſion, for which a reaſonable allowance 
ought to be made, yet they are always ex- 
pected to bring in a Profit in proportion to 
the hazard attending each of them reſpec- 
tively ; therefore it is apprehended that no 
good reaſon can be given why they ſhould 
not both be the Objects of Aſſeſſment at a 
moderate Intereſt. 5 


As for Debts owing by the Stockholders, 
if by them is meant Money borrowed at 
Intereſt to be employed in Trade, there does 
not ſeem to be any good reaſon for making 
a reduction of that, becauſe ſuch Money is 
incorporated with the Capital, makes a part 


of it, and produces a Profit to the Bor- 


rower over and above what he pays for the 
uſe of it: it is likewiſe applied in the Em- 
ployment of the Poor, and obtaining the 


advantage of their Labour, and at the ſame 


time helps to increaſe the Number of them; 


and therefore agreeably to the Act of Par- 


liament ſhould help to maintain them when 
they are unable to work. So that of the 
THREE things which this Writer aſſerts, 

ought 
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ought to be deducted from the apparent 
Eſtate of every Stockholder, there does not 
appear a ſufficient reaſon for deducting any 
one of them. 


It has been given as a reaſon why Money 
borrowed to be employed in Trade, ſhould 
not be aſſeſſed along with a Man's own Ca- 
pital, but deducted out of it before the A(- 
ſeſſment is made; that otherwiſe the ſame 
Money would be liable to be aſſeſſed twice 
over: but this Argument is founded upon 
a miſtake, and will be effectually done away 
by conſidering, that it is the Iutereſt which 
is aſſeſſed and not the Principal; and there- 
fore the Lender is aſſeſſed as being a Perſon 
having Money out at Intereſt, and the Bor- 
rower becauſe he has it and uſes it in Trade, 
and, is ſuppoſed to make a Profit of it over 
and above what he pays for the ule of it; 
and this Profit is rated at the Average of 
4 per Cent. . 


It has been faid likewiſe that, unleſs the 
Money which a Man borrows to employ in 
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Trade be deducted out of his Capital be- 
fore an Aſſeſſment is made, he is aſſeſſed for 
what is not his own property : and may it 
not with equal truth be faid, that a Man 
who hires Land to occupy, is aſſeſſed for 
what is not his own property ? thev are 
both ſo far upon the ſame footing, that each 
of them pays an annual Sum for the uſe of 


the reſpective Properties, and nearly in the 


ſame proportion ; but the fact is that nei- 
ther the one nor the other is aſſeſſed becauſe 
the-property is or is not his own, but be- 
cauſe he has it and uſes it, and is preſumed 
to make a profit of it over and above what 
he pays for the uſe of it ; and it ſeems to be 
upon this principle that the Act of Parlia- 
ment directs the Aſſeſſments to be made not 


only upon all Occupiers of Lands, &c. but 


upon all Perſons having and uſing Stocks 
and Perſonal Eſtates in equal proportion as 
near as may be according to their ſeveral 
and reſpective Values and Eſtates. With 
what Juſtice then can Lands, &c. be aſ- 
ſeſſed at half their Annual Rent, while 


Stock 
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Stock and Perſonal Eſtate is aſſeſſed at only a 
fortieth part of the Intereſt at 4 per Cent. ? 
with what ſhew of reaſon can one be ex- 
pected to pay twenty times as much as the 
other in proportion to their reſpective va-. 
F lues; if there are loſſes and hazards in 
4 Trade, fo are there likewiſe in the Occupa- 
tion of Land, and probably they are not 
very unequal in proportion to their reſpec- 
tive values and the Profits ariſing from each 
of them; there have been Eſtates gotten 
and loſt by the Management both of the 
one and the other, nor can the Loſſes and 
hazards of either be eſtimated with any ex- 
actneſs: but if an allowance is to be made 


for them in the one Caſe why not in the 
other allo ? 


4 FW 


It is ſuggeſted likewiſe in the publication 
here alluded to, that thouſands of indigent 
Poor are employed by the Property of the 
Stockholders, and yet that property is 
threatened to be taxed (as it is there ex- 
preſſed) : Now this would indeed be highly 
improper, if the Trade was carried on 


merely 
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merely for the ſake of employing the indi- 
gent Poor, but every one knows that this 
is not only unreaſonable to expect, but im- 
poſſible to be done; and although from 
motives of kindneſs, Employment is fre- 
quently given to one perſon in preference to 
another who ſtands Jeſs in need of it, and 
whole Families are often comfortably ſup- 
ported by this means, yet as the general and 
prevailing principle upon which any Man 
engages in Trade 4s, and ought to be the 
proſpect of advantage to himſelf and his 
own family, it is but equitable that he 
ſhould help to maintain thoſe poor people 
when they are unable to work, by whoſe 
labour he was enabled to carry it on when 
they wereable ; and the Law has very juſtly 
determined that this ſhould be done in pro- 
portion as near as may be to the value of 
the Stock which he has and uſes in Trade. 


Another Publication has likewiſe appeared 
upon this Subject in which the Writer in- 
timates the neceſſity of a freſh general Sur- 
vey, and it is preſumed a freſh Aſſeſſment 
in 
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in conſequence of it ; now no one can rea- 
ſonably object to this if it ſhall be found 
needful ; provided it be made in equal pro- 
portion as near as may be upon all the Ob- 
jects of Aſſeſſment, as the Act of Parlia- 


ment requires. 


He then obſerves that the Stock and Rent 
aſſeſſed in tbe Hamlets at preſent pay about 


a ſeventh part of any Mulct that is to be 
raiſed, and the Stock and Rentals in the 
City pay the remainder : and then he in- 
4 fers from an Account of Arrears and defi- 


ciencies lately publiſhed by the Court of 
Guardians, that the reduction of the Rents 


in the City is in the proportion of one to 
eight, and that from Deaths, Bankrupt- 
cies, and other cauſes, the ſuppoſed Stock in 
the City is reduced ſix hundred thouſand 
Pounds, and that the Intereſt or Rental of 
it in this reduced ſtate is 2422 Pounds. 
He then ſuppoſes that ſince the year 1774. 
through the addition of the Town Cloſe, 


new 
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new Buildings, &c. the Value in the Ham- 
lets is inereaſed in the moderate propor- 
tion, as he calls it, of one to twelve, and 
thus the Hamlets, he ſays, will be found in 


poſſeſſion of more than one fifth of the 
whole rateable Property in both City and 


Hamlets : from which he afterwards draws 
this concluſion, that the Hamlets ought to 


pay one fifth of any Sum that 1s to be raiſed. 


Now it is diflicult to find out upon what 
foundation this Writer makes theſe ſuppo- 
fitions and concluſions, as the matter is by 
no means clearly ſtated ; and ſince it is im- 
poſſible for him to know the exact propor- 
tion between the value of the Aſſeſſable 
Property in the City and the Hamlets, un- 
til the freſh general Survey be made, which 
he thinks is ſo much wanted; it would 
ſurely have been more fair and candid in 
him to have argued from the Caie which 
has been already ſettled and agreed upon 
by both parties for the opinion of the 

3 3 
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Court of King's Bench, and which is the 
foundation of the preſent Controverſy ; 
than to ſubſtitute Suppoſitions of his own 
which probably may be very wide of the 
Truth. 


But beſides this, there are two very 
miſtaken and wrong Notions implied in 
and running through the whole of this re- 
preſentation of the matter : one of which 
is, that the Hamlets only are intereſted in 
this Conteſt in oppoſition to the City; and 
this Notion has indeed been frequently 
urged and impreſſed upon the Minds of 
the Citizens with more eagerneſs than it 
ought to have been, unleſs it had been 
true : but whoever will candidly examine 
the Caſe as ſtated for the opinion of the 
Court of King's Bench muſt perceive that 
the Occupiers of Lands and Houſes 7: the 
City as well as in the Hamlets are equally 
intereſted in it. 


The other miſtake is, that Stock em- 
ployed in Trade ought to be aſſeſſed at only 


a fortieth part of the Intereſt of it at 4 per 
E Cent. 
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Cent. when tlie Rents of all the Land and 
Houſes both in the City and Hamlets are 
aſſeſſed at a half. But this Notion ſeems 
to be cautiouſly concealed and kept out of 
ſight, as if it would not bear examination: 


for upon examination it will appear that the 
Sum of 2, 422 pounds which he ſtates as a 


Rental of the City Stock, even in the re- 
duced State in which he would repreſent 
it, is a twentieth part of the Intereſt of that 
ſame Stock at 4 per Cent. which twentieth 
part being aſſeſſed at a half, makes the Aſ- 
ſeſiment only a fortieth part upon the whole 
of it, for it ſtands thus in Figures : 

Stock in the City - £.1,811,000 
To be deducted from it - 600,000 


1,211,000 
4. 


The Intereſt at 4 per Cent. 20) 4844,0 
which being divided by 20 
gives . 8 2422 
can it then reaſonably be expected that the 
Occupiers of Land and Houſes either in 
the City or the Hamlets ſhould contentedly 
ſubmit 
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ſubmit to a mode of Aſſeſſment apparently 


ſo very unequal ? 


In purſuance of the ſame miſtaken No- 
tions it is afterwards obſerved by this 
Writer, that the Hamlets now pay about a 
ſeventh part of the Mul& ; propoſe to pay a 
tenth, ought to pay at leaſt a fifth, and that 
the annual loſs to the City for want of a 
4 freſh Survey is 11281. 12s. Now theſe 
4 Obſervations have the Appearance of being 
2 intended to excite the Reſentment of the In- 
habitants of the City againſt thoſe of the Ham- 
lets, implying that the Complaints of the lat- 
ter are groundleſs and unreaſonable, and that 
they want to obtain relief for themſelves at 
the expence of the former ; whereas it is 
evident from the ſtate of the Caſe, that the 
Occupiers of Land and Houſes both in the 
City and Hamlets are equally intereſted in 
the Event of this Matter, and muſt be pro- 
portionable Shares in whatever Relief can 
be obtained agreeably to the Act of Parlia- 
ment. EY 
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With regard to the firſt obſervation, 
that the Hamlets pay about one ſeventh of 
the Mulcts, it is true, and they juſtly com- 
plain of this as an unequal Burthen for the 
reaſons given in the ſtated Caſe; and as to 
the next that they propoſe to pay one tenth, 
the exact Truth is this—the Committee 
from the City made this propoſal to a Com- 
mittee from the Hamlets; that if the 
Hamlets would conſent to pay one tenth, 
they would recommend it to their Conſti- 
tuents of the City to accept of this for the 
fake of peace and accommodation of dif- 
ferences ; but though the Hamlets were 
willing to acquieſce in this propoſal, yet 
it was abſolutely rejected on the part of 
the City ; and as to the two laſt obſerva- 
tions, namely, that the Hamlets ought to 
pay one fifth, and that the annual loſs to 
the City for want of a freſh ſurvey is 
11281. 128. they are aſſertions evidently 
made without any juſt foundation. 


If 
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If we may judge from the Temper which 
appears throughout this Publication, the 
good Citizen who ſubſcribes it, ſeems to 
think that the Occupiers of Land in the 
Hamlets ought to be made to pay for 
preſuming to expreſs their diſſatis faction at 
the preſent mode of Aſſeſſment: for he 
concludes his Paper with the following 
Query :---If Houſes in the City ſell for 
twelve years purchaſe, and Land in tho 
Hamlets for twenty, ought not Land to be 
aſſeſſed three fourths and Houſes only one 
half, as in other places ? now this is not 
quite a fair repreſentation of the matter, for 
though Houſes of the meaner fort may ſel] 
for twelve years purchaſe, yet moſt of the 
good Dwelling-houſes in the City ſell for 
more than twenty years purchaſe; this ar- 
gument therefore for raiſing the Rates upon 
Land is very ill- founded. Nor is it any 
thing to the purpoſe what may be done in 
other places, as in all probability there is not 
another place in the whole Kingdom ſo 
circumſtanced as the City of Norwich is in 


this 
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this particular, which has Hamlets ſo very 
extenſive, and which contain ſo large a 
quantity of Land lett to'farm in a courle of 
Huſbandry as there is here, in proportion 
to the ſize of the place: and there are good 
reaſons why Lands ſhould not be rated fo 
high in proportion to the Rent as Houſes, 
becauſe they have not ſo many Inhabitants 
in proportion to their value, and conſe- 


quently do not occaſion ſo many paupers. 


Beſides, a Farmer hires not only a Houſe 
to dwell in, but a Trade or a Buſineſs; 
he pays a Rent for that which is to be ma- 
naged and employed in getting his liveli- 
hood; ſo that his Rent is much higher in 
proportion to his real worth, than that of 
a Perſon who hires only a Dwelling-houſe, 
and therefore he cannot but feel the hard- 
ſhip of a high Aſſeſſment in proportion to 
his Rent much more ſeverely: and it 
ſhould be conſidered likewiſe, that Agri- 
culture ought not to be burthened any 
more than Trade, for they are both bene- 
facial to the Publig. If it is faid that the 

lettes 
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letter of the law requires that Lands 


as well as Houſes ſhould be aſſeſſed in 


proportion to their Rents, it is allowed; 
and the fame Law requires that Perſons 
having and uſing Stocks and perſonal 
Eſtates ſhould be aſſeſſed in equal pro- 
portion with them as near as may be ac- 
cording to their reſpective values; let this 
alſo be duly attended to, and then both 
Lands and Houſes will have ſome relief from 
their preſent heavy Burthens. 


There is another confideration which 
ſhews that the Hamiets pay more than their 
Proportion towards the Maintenance of the 
Poor. It appears from a Parochial Liſt of 
the Number of Houſes and Inhabitants 
within the City of Norwich, the Precincts 
of the Cloſe, and the Hamlets, taken in 
the Year 1752, that the Hamlets then con- 
tained about a 14th part of the Houſes and 
a 13th part of the whole of the Inhabi- 
tants; and the Number of Paupers may in 
general be reckoned in proportion to the 
Number of Inhabitants ; which probably 

| does 
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does not differ much now from what it was 
in 1752: ſurely then it is unreaſonable to 
require that the Hamlets ſhould pay a ſeventh 
part of the Mulcts which are to be raiſed, 
which is almoſt double their equitable pro- 
portion ; and their acquieſcing in the pro- 
poſal to pay a tenth part ſhewed, that they 
had no diſpoſition to raiſe any unreaſonable 
Contention. 


When the Hamlets originally agreed to 
be connected with the City in maintaining 
the Poor, it is reaſonable to preſume, they 
expected that the Manufacturers ſhould be 
aſſeſſed for their Stocks employed in Trade, 
along with the Occupiers of Lands and 
Houles, in equal proportion as near as might 
be according to their reſpective values; be- 
cauſe the intended Act of Parliament which 
was adapted to the peculiar Circumſtances 
of the City of Norwich required this; other- 
wiſe they would not have conſented to a 
Connection fo very difadvantageous to them- 
ſelves : and the Practice, of the City for 
ten years after the A& was paſſed, during 

| which 
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which time the Stock paid one Sixth part 
of the whole expence, tends greatly to con- 
firm this preſumption ; the preſent Occu- 
piers of Lands and Houſes in the Hamlets 
think this is not done now as the Act re- 
quires, and therefore they complain of being 


unequally aſſeſſed and unjuſtly burthened. 


If theſe Obſervations are juſt and well 
founded, they deſerve the Attention of 
every friend to Juſtice among the Citizens 
of Norwich ; if they ſhould appear to be in 
any degree otherwiſe, it is hoped that ſome 
perſon, who better underſtands the queſ- 
tion, will candidly endeavour to ſhew this, 
and explain the matter more clearly ; and 
when the Inhabitants in general ſhall have 
received full Information upon this Subject, 
this may poſſibly be the means of bringing 
about an amicable Accommodation between 
the contending Parties, which certainly 
would be a moſt deſireable Event. 
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